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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 
that form the basis for rejections under this section made in this office action: 

(b) The invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in 
the United States. 

2. Claims 1-11, 15-17, and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 5,995,936 to Brais et al. 

Brais clearly shows all of the limitations cited in claim 1. See all material cited 
in the specification. Referring to claim 1, Brais describes a digital video 
device (or camera) (figure 1, item 104) comprising a processor (column 3, line 
35), digital random-access memory (or RAM) communicating with said 
processor (column 8, lines 46-48). Brais also describes this digital video 
device comprising an edit tag library storing a plurality of edit tags which must 
comprise one of the reports generated within a storage means or video 
storage (column 5, lines 7-12) as these reports are comprised for the 
reviewing and editing of all collected information within (column 5, lines 17- 
20). Brais further describes these reports as storing digital video data 
(column 5, lines 43-47) comprising one or more video segments (or images, 
video clips, etc.) (column 5, Iines10-12). Brais also describes this digital 
video data as comprising one or more embedded edit tags which are selected 
from said edit tag library and specify edit operations to be performed on said 
digital video data. Specifically, the specifying of edit operations to be 
performed is described as due to the reports generated, the system allows for 
the review and edit of the collected information (column 5, lines 10-20). 

Brais clearly shows all of the limitations cited in claim 2. See all material cited 
in the specification. Referring to claim 2, Brais describes the digital video 
device of claim 1 , further comprising a sound transducer (or speaker) 
receiving sound and generating an audio signal in response (column 7, lines 
49-56). Brais further describes an audio processor communicating with said 
processor and said sound transducer. Specifically, Brais shows this as the 
embodiment of the computer (figure 1 , item 102) being attached to the 
microphone (figure 1 , item 106). Brais also describes the audio processor 
(part of computer 102) receiving said audio signal (from microphone 106), 
extracting one or more voice commands from said audio signal. Specifically, 
Brais describes the receiving of one or more voice commands as the step of 
recording the voice commentary and video/images and then digitizing the 
data (speech to text), which is then separated into either prose or commands 
(column 5, lines 43-50). From these commands Brais describes the 
extracting of one or more edit tags from said one or more voice commands, 
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which is explained as the spoken commands being converted into commands 
for control of the computer operations or for processing the data (editing data) 
(column 6, lines 8-12). Brais also describes one or more voice commands 
and said one or more edit tags, all of which originate from either recorded 
audio or images, are passed to said processor (column 3, lines 30-40). 

Brais clearly shows all of the limitations cited in claim 3. See all material cited 
in the specification. Referring to claim 3, Brais describes the digital video 
device of claim 2, wherein said sound transducer (microphone) (figure 1, item 
106), said audio processor, and said processor (both of which are considered 
a normal embodiment of a computer) (figure 1 , item 102) are used to control 
operations of said digital video device (or camera) (figure 1, item 104) 
according to said voice commands (or verbal commands) (column 7, lines 7- 
26). 

Brais clearly shows all of the limitations cited in claim 4. See all material cited 
in the specification. Referring to claim 4, Brais describes the digital video 
device of claim 2, wherein said sound transducer (microphone) (figure 1, item 
106), said audio processor, and said processor (both of which are considered 
a normal embodiment of a computer) (figure 1 , item 102) extract vocalized 
edit tags. Specifically Brais describes the extraction of vocalized edit tags as 
a speech to text system converting digitized voice into text and then 
separating it into either prose or commands (column 5, lines 48-50). Brais 
further describes embedding said edit tags in said digital video data stored in 
said video storage as stated in the compiling of a report (column 5, lines 48- 
58). 

Brais clearly shows all of the limitations cited in claim 5. See all material cited 
in the specification. Referring to claim 5, Brais describes the digital video 
device of claim 1 , further comprising a digital image sensor communicating 
with said processor and capable of generating digital video data, wherein said 
digital video device comprises a digital video recorder. First note that it is 
inherent, or commonly known to anyone of ordinary skill in the art, that a 
digital image sensor is included in the embodiment of a digital camera. With 
that in mind, Brais describes this as a digital camera or a video camera, both 
of which are image capture means, that are well known to those of skill in the 
art) (column 1, lines 57-63). 

Brais clearly shows all of the limitations cited in claim 6. See all material cited 
in the specification. Referring to claim 6, Brais describes the digital video 
device of claim 1 , further comprising a user interface capable of accepting 
user inputs, including accepting edit tag inputs, which in this case, is 
described as a computer (figure 1, item 102) and (column 2, lines 18-22). 

Brais clearly shows all of the limitations cited in claim 7. See all material cited 
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in the specification. Referring to claim 7, Brais describes the digital video 
device of claim 1 , wherein said digital memory further includes a voice 
command library storing a plurality of voice commands, and wherein a voice 
sample is compared to said voice command library in order to recognize one 
or more voice commands from said audio signal. Specifically, Brais describes 
this while in command mode, where the speech is converted into text, and the 
text is then compared with known commands. These known commands must 
comprise that of a list of known commands, or explained as a voice command 
library (figure 8) and (column 10, lines 38-46). 

Brais clearly shows all of the limitations cited in claim 8. See all material cited 
in the specification. Referring to claim 8, Brais describes the digital video 
device of claim 1 , wherein said digital memory further includes a label list 
storage for storing all video segment labels of digital video data which is 
stored in said video storage. Specifically, Brais describes this segment label 
list as being part of one of the many possible reports generated within storage 
means, specifically within a report comprising video clips or segments 
(column 5, lines 7-12). 

Brais clearly shows all of the limitations cited in claim 9. See all material cited 
in the specification. Referring to claim 9 (similar to claim 1), Brais describes a 
video edit method for a digital video device (or camera) (figure 1 , item 104), 
comprising the steps of: generating one or more edit tags; and embedding 
said one or more edit tags, which must comprise one the reports generated 
with digital video data stored in a digital memory or video storage (column 5, 
lines 7-12); wherein said one or more edit tags delineate one or more edit 
operations to be performed on one or more video segments (or images, video 
clips, etc.) of said digital video data. Specifically, the specifying of edit 
operations to be performed is described in the reports generated which allow 
the system to review and edit the collected information (column 5, lines 10- 
20). 

Brais clearly shows all of the limitations cited in claim 10. See all material 
cited in the specification. Referring to claim 10, Brais describes the method of 
claim 9, wherein the generating and embedding steps occur when said digital 
video device is in a video record mode. Specifically, Brais describes a digital 
video device (digital camera) as being in video record mode as it is described 
as recording an image (column 1, lines 57-63). 

Brais clearly shows all of the limitations cited in claim 1 1 . See all material 
cited in the specification. Referring to claim 1 1 , Brais describes the method of 
claim 9, wherein the generating and embedding steps occur when said digital 
video device is in a video review mode. Specifically Brais described this as 
all text and images being formatted into an electronic report for the provision 
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of an output means that is otherwise considered a review mode (column 5, 
lines 32-42). 

Brais clearly shows all of the limitations cited in claim 15. See all material 
cited in the specification. Referring to claim 15, Brais describes the method of 
claim 9, further comprising the steps of scanning said digital video data (or 
reports) (column 5, lines 43-47) for embedded edit tags and performing an 
edit operation specified by each found edit tag. Specifically, Brais describes 
performing an edit operation that is specified by each edit tag in an edit mode. 
Within this edit mode, specific commands for editing the digital video data, or 
reports, are scanned or searched for editing commands such as altering 
formatting, erasing data, moving data, inserting new data, etc. (figure 10) and 
(column 11, lines 57-67). 

Brais clearly shows all of the limitations cited in claim 16. See all material 
cited in the specification. Referring to claim 16, Brais describes the method of 
claim 15, wherein the scanning and performing steps are iteratively performed 
for an entire length of said digital video data or reports (column 5, lines 43- 
47). Specifically, Brais describes the scanning or searching as being 
performed within the records, which by default must include the entire length 
of the report or digital video data (column 11, line 61). 

Brais clearly shows all of the limitations cited in claim 17. See all material 
cited in the specification. Referring to claim 17 (similar to claim 9), Brais 
describes a video edit method for a digital video device (or camera) (figure 1 , 
item 104), comprising the steps of: generating one or more edit tags; and 
embedding said one or more edit tags, which must comprise one the reports 
generated with digital video data stored in a digital memory or video storage 
(column 5, lines 7-12); wherein said one or more edit tags delineate one or 
more edit operations to be performed on one or more video segments (or 
images, video clips, etc.) of said digital video data. Specifically, the specifying 
of edit operations to be performed is described in the reports generated which 
allows the system to review and edit the collected information (column 5, lines 
1 0-20). Brais further describes (similar to claim 1 5) the steps of scanning 
said digital video data (or reports) (column 5, lines 43-47) for embedded edit 
tags and performing an edit operation specified by each found edit tag. 
Specifically, Brais describes performing an edit operation that is specified by 
each edit tag in an edit mode. Within this edit mode, specific commands for 
editing the digital video data, or reports, are scanned or searched for editing 
commands such as altering formatting, erasing data, moving data, inserting 
new data, etc. (figure 10) and (column 1 1 , lines 57-67). 

Brais clearly shows all of the limitations cited in claim 19. See all material 
cited in the specification. Referring to claim 19 (similar to claim 16), Brais 
describes the method of claim 15, wherein the scanning and performing steps 
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are iteratively performed for an entire length of said digital video data or 
reports (column 5, lines 43-47). Specifically, Brais describes the scanning or 
searching as being performed within the records, which by default must 
include the entire length of the report or digital video data (column 1 1 , line 
61). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 103 
that form the basis for rejections under this section made in this office action: 

(a) The invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a 
printed publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a 
patent. 

4. Claim 12-14 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 5,995,936 to Brais et al. in view of U.S. 
Patent No. 6,671 ,567 to Dwyer et al. 

Regarding claims 12 and 18, Brais describes the method of claims 9 and 18, 
but does not teach the methods wherein an embedded edit tag of said one or 
more edit tags comprises a digital symbol that represents a captured, 
vocalized edit tag. Dwyer describes a PC with a display (figure 1, item 18), 
which provides information concerning voice files of the portable recorder to 
which the user can invoke a request by selecting an icon (or symbol) 
displayed on the screen that is associated with the voice files (thus 
representing a vocalized edit tag) (column 8, lines 6-15). Therefore it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the system of 
Brais by providing the embedded edit tag (representing a captured, vocalized 
edit tag) to include the icon (or symbol) representing information concerning 
the voice files. One would have been motivated to combine the captured, 
vocalized edit tag of Brais to include the icon (symbol) associated with the 
voice file information of Dwyer in that it would benefit in the ease of use for 
the user to comprehend and view the information (Dwyer: column 8, lines 29- 
34). 

Regarding claim 13, Brais describes the method of claim 9, further describing 
(similar to claim 7) a voice command library storing a plurality of voice 
commands wherein a voice sample is compared to said voice command 
library in order to recognize one or more voice commands from said audio 
signal. Also, while in command mode, the speech is converted into text and 
the text is then compared with known commands. These known commands 
comprise that of a list of known commands associated with the voice 
command library (figure 8) and (column 10, lines 38-46). However, Brais 
does not teach an embedded edit tag of said one or more edit tags comprises 
a digital symbol that represents a captured, vocalized edit tag. Dwyer 
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describes a PC with a display (figure 1, item 18), which provides information 
concerning voice files of the portable recorder to which the user can invoke a 
request by selecting an icon (or symbol) displayed on the screen that is 
associated with the voice files (thus representing a vocalized edit tag) 
(column 8, lines 6-15). Therefore it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the system of Brais by providing the 
embedded edit tag (representing a captured, vocalized edit tag) to include the 
icon (or symbol) representing information concerning the voice files. One 
would have been motivated to combine the captured, vocalized edit tag of 
Brais to include the icon (symbol) associated with the voice file information of 
Dwyer in that it would benefit in the ease of use for the user to comprehend 
and view the information (Dwyer: column 8, lines 29-34). 

Regarding claim 14, Brais further describes the method of claim 13 as 
including the step of employing a recognized voice command to control an 
operation of said digital video device. Specifically, Brais describes a 
command mode in which spoken commands of the operator are converted 
into commands for control of the computer operations (figure 1 , item 102), 
which in turn is used as a means for controlling the camera (figure 1, item 
104) (column 6, line 10-13). 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Kevin M. Gagliostro whose telephone 
number is 703-308-6070. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 - 
5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Andrew Christensen can be reached on 703-308- 
9644. The fax phone number for the organization where this application or 
proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see 
http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the 
Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866- 
217-9197 (toll-free). 

Kevin Gagliostro 01/3/2005 | r^j / 
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